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PER CURIAM.

Gerald Porter and Francis Kamuf, Missouri inmates incarcerated at the Western

Missouri Correctional Center (WMCC), appeal the district court’s order dismissing

their complaint without prejudice for failure to exhaust administrative remedies.
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Appellants also move to proceed in forma pauperis (IFP) on appeal.  We grant them

permission to proceed IFP, leaving the fee-collection details to the district court in

accordance with 28 U.S.C. § 1915(b).

Further, after careful review of the record, we affirm the judgment of the district

court as to Porter, because the record reveals that he has not exhausted his

administrative remedies as required by the Prison Litigation Reform Act.  However, we

reverse the judgment of the district court as to Kamuf, and remand so that he may

proceed on the merits, because he exhausted his administrative remedies before the

district court dismissed the complaint.  See Williams v. Norris, 176 F.3d 1089, 1090

(8th Cir. 1999) (per curiam).

Accordingly, we grant appellants’ requests to proceed IFP on appeal; and we

affirm the judgment of the district court in part, reverse in part, and remand for further

proceedings consistent with this opinion.
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